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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because undue length exceeding 
more than 150 words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. In the instant case the 
claimed invention is only drawn to an apparatus for the manufacturing cigarettes 
excluding methods as noted in the title. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1) Claims 14-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. The phrase "the wrapping amterial" of step vi does 

not particular point out and distinctly notes to which "wrapping material" it is referring to. 

Is it the wrapping material having the additive material? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2) Claims 1-3, 5-9, and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Siems et al (US 5,060,664) in view of Frank (US 4,291,713). Siems 

discloses an apparatus for making cigarette rods. Siems' cigarette making apparatus 

comprises an adhesive applicator 19, which is deemed as the claimed means for 

applying an additive material, and a source of continuous paper web from paper reel 18. 

As for the claimed means for winding the paper web onto a roll is deemed as the guide 

rolls stream of applicator 19 that are capable of winding the paper (See figure 1). 

Siems is silent heating the paper web. However, Frank teaches that the art 

heats the adhesive provided on the paper web to promote the setting of the adhesive to 

insure that the wrapped tobacco rod does not burst when the wrapped tobacco rod is 

transported for further processing (See Col. 1, lines 50ff and Col. 2, lines 28ff) and by 

providing a controlled heating it would not char or discolor the paper wrapper of the 

cigarette (Col. 9, lines 10ff). Frank discloses of controllably heating the paper web 

having the adhesive coated thereon by controlling the distance of the heating elements 

26 and 27 and by providing a first low temperature heat treatment followed by a high 

temperature heat treatment (See Col.4, lines 61ff, and Col. 9,lines 10ff). Frank teaches 

in Col. 5, lines 49ff, that the heating elements 26 and 27 do not necessarily contact the 

paper wrapper but instead are at a sufficient distance to cause heating. Thus showing 

that the heating elements may heat the paper web through radiant energy. At the time 

the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 

art to have provided controlled heating means as taught by Frank in Siems 1 cigarette 
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apparatus in order to assure that the tobacco rod's seal provided by the adhesive on the 
paper wrapper does not break open when the wrapped tobacco rod is transported for 
further processing and would not char or discolor the paper wrapper of the cigarette. 

As for claim 2, and 12, the claimed predetermined pattern, is deemed as the 
pattern of the roller applicator 19. 

As for claim 5, and 11, the bobbing 18 is capable of holding the claimed paper 
roll with the expected width since the width of the paper reel is the diameter of the 
cigarette eventually formed and the total length of the paper wound on the paper reel 
would be sufficient to provide paper to the cigarette machine without periodic changes 
to the paper reel. 

As for claim 6 and 13, the applied adhesives would be expected to be place at 
the middle of the paper wherein it will eventually be the wrapper of a cigarette in order 
to avoid the adhesive from flowing out. 

3) Claims 4 and 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Siems et al (US 5,060,664), in view of Frank (US 4,291,713) as applied to claim 1 
above and in view of Collins et al (US 5,200,020). Siems and Frank is silent using 
microwave unit to provide for the heating of Frank. However, Collins discloses using 
hot air, microwaves or other forms of heating to set the adhesive being placed on a 
cigarette paper wrapper (Col. 4, lines 30ff). Hence, at the time the invention was made, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to use other forms of 
heating such as microwave heating as taught by Collins in order to set the adhesive 
provided on the cigarette wrapper of Siems. As shown by Collins, using microwaves to 
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set the adhesive is an alternative means, obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, to 
heat the paper wrapper. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carlos Lopez whose telephone number is 
571.272.1 193. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven Griffin can be reached on 571.272.1189. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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